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DETAILED ACTION 

A. This action is in response to the following communications: Amendment filed: 
2/2/2009. This action is made Final. 

B. Claims 1-8 and 17-26 remain pending. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 



1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office 
action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 



2. Claims 1-8 and 17-26 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Bahrs (US 6,901 ,554 B1 ), herein referred to as "Bahrs". 



As for independent claim 1, Bahrs teaches a computer-executable method, comprising: 
arranging a parent window to contain a plurality of child windows (col.22, lines 44-63; an 
application (parent) is made up of a plurality of components (children) in a hierarchical 
structure); providing via the arranging enhanced functionality available to the parent 
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window through a media integration layer (MIL) component to one or more legacy 
windows of the contained plurality of child windows that do not natively support the 
enhanced functionality by, for each of the plurality of child windows (col. 27, lines 45-60; 
col. 34, lines 32-38; system is able to be used for legacy systems and all of its 
components that make up the legacy interface to upgrade the functionality): determining 
if a the child window of a the parent window is a legacy window that does not natively 
support the enhanced functionality or is an MIL-aware window that natively supports the 
enhanced functionality when the child window is a legacy window: calling a legacy 
display component to perform rendering to output the child window; (col. 14, lines 24-65 
and col. 17, lines 55-57);causing the child window output from the legacy display 
component to be redirected to an off-screen buffer; retrieving the child window output 
from the off-screen buffer (col. 60, lines 38-57); and applying a visual enhancement to 
the child window output through the enhanced functionality available to the parent 
window through the MIL component (col. 14, lines 24-65 and col. 17, lines 30-57); and 
when the child window is an MIL-aware window, rendering the child window directly 
through the MIL component; and composing a visual representation of the parent 
window having the visually enhanced child window output corresponding to each child 
window determined to be a legacy window (col. 35, line 45 - col. 36, line 16 and 66-67; 
col. 37, lines 1-22; col. 14, lines 24-65 and col. 17, lines 55-57; col.27,lines 45-60; col.34, 
lines 32-38). Bahrs describes a system which is able to take legacy system interface 
(along with other such as different platforms) and upgrade them to have enhanced 
functionality (additional logic, added controls, etc.). Bahrs teaches the same 
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functionality as the immediate claim language but does not have the exact terms the 
immediate claim language has (e.g. Media Integration Layer); however as the terms are 
described in the specification and claim language of the immediate application it is 
shown that at least in the summary portions cited by Bahrs that it is in fact that Bahrs 
teaches the same functionality of the immediate application (col. 2, line 54; col. 15, line 
25). 

As for dependent claim 2, Bahrs teaches the method recited in claim 1 , wherein the 
legacy window is configured to be administered by a legacy display component having 
fewer visual enhancements than a Media Integration Layer (MIL) component (col. 27, 
lines 45-60; col.23, lines 30-52). 

As for dependent claim 3, Bahrs teaches the method recited in claim 2, wherein causing 
the child window output to be redirected comprises instructing the legacy display 
component to redirect the child window output to the off-screen buffer (col. 60, lines 38- 
57). 

As for dependent claim 4, Bahrs teaches the method recited in claim 3, wherein the 
legacy display component comprises a user subcomponent and a Graphics Device 
Interface subcomponent (col.23, lines 4-19). 
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As for dependent claim 5, Bahrs teaches the method recited in claim 1 , wherein the 
visual enhancement comprises a selected one or more from a group comprising re- 
sizing, re-shaping, relocating window component output, applying transparency, rotating 
and translating window component output, and applying a texture or visual effect 
to the window component output (col .24, lines 13-35). 

As for dependent claim 6, Bahrs teaches the method recited in claim 1 , wherein the 
visual enhancement comprises scaling the child window output to reflect a different 
screen resolution than originally applicable (col. 24, lines 13-35). 

As for dependent claim 7, Bahrs teaches the method recited in claim 2 4-, wherein 
composing the visual representation of the parent window is performed by the MIL 
component (col. 14, lines 24-65; col. 17, lines 55-57; col.20, lines 27-33). 

As for independent claim 8, Bahrs teaches a computer-readable medium having, stored 
thereon, computer-executable instructions which, when executed, direct a computer to 
arrange a parent window to contain a plurality of child windows; 
provide via the arranging enhanced functionality available to the parent window through 
a media integration layer (MIL) component (visual bit used in the win management 
component to change the style of the window) to one or more legacy windows of the 
contained plurality of child windows that do not natively support the enhanced 
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functionality by, for each of the plurality of child windows (col. 22, lines 44-63): determine 
if a the child window of a the parent window is a legacy window that does not natively 
support the enhanced functionality or is an MIL-aware window that natively supports the 
enhanced functionality when the child window is a legacy window: call a legacy 
window; display component including a user component and a Graphics Display 
Interface component to perform rendering to output the chi (col. 27, .lines 45-60; col. 20, 
lines 27-33);cause the child window output to be redirected to an off-screen buffer; 
retrieve the child window output from the off-screen buffer (col. 60, lines 38-57); and 
apply a visual enhancement to the child window output through the enhanced 
functionality available to the parent window through the MIL component (col. 14, lines 24- 
65; col. 17, lines 55-57); and when the child window is an MIL-aware window, rendering 
the child window directly through the MIL component; and composing a visual 
representation of the parent window having the visually enhanced child window output 
corresponding to each child window determined to be a legacy window (col. 35, line 45 - 
col.36, line 16 and 66-67; col. 37, lines 1-22; col. 14, lines 24-65 and col. 17, lines 55-57; 
col.27,lines 45-60; col.34, lines 32-38). Bahrs describes a system which is able to take 
legacy system interface (along with other such as different platforms) and upgrade them 
to have enhanced functionality (additional logic, added controls, etc.). Bahrs teaches 
the same functionality as the immediate claim language but does not have the exact 
terms the immediate claim language has (e.g. Media Integration Layer); however as the 
terms are described in the specification and claim language of the immediate 
application it is shown that at least in the summary portions cited by Bahrs that it is in 
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fact that Bahrs teaches the same functionality of the immediate application (col. 2, line 
54; col. 15, line 25). 

As for independent claim 17, Bahrs teaches an apparatus comprising;." 
a processor; and memory storing components executable via the processor- the 
components including: a user component configured to invoke a media integration layer 
(MIL) component to directly render a parent window and one or more child windows of 
the parent window that are MIL-aware and create an off-screen buffer upon detecting 
the presence of a legacy child window of a parent window; a GDI component configured 
to redirect window output from the legacy child window to the off-screen buffer upon 
being notified by the user component of the existence of the legacy child window; and 
a MIL component configured to retrieve the redirected window output from the off- 
screen buffer and apply a visual enhancement to the redirected window output in 
connection with composing the parent window for display on a display device and to 
directly render the one or more child windows of the parent window that are MIL-aware, 
wherein the parent window is configured to: contain a plurality of child windows; support 
enhanced functionality available through the MIL component; and enable the enhanced 
functionality available through the MIL component to visually enhance one or more 
legacy child windows of the contained plurality of child windows that do not natively 
support the enhanced functionality of the MIL component (note the analysis of claim 1 
above and (col.35, line 45 - col.36, line 16 and 66-67; col. 37, lines 1-22; col. 14, lines 
24-65 and col. 17, lines 55-57; col.27, lines 45-60; col.34, lines 32-38). Bahrs describes a 
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system which is able to take legacy system interface (along with other such as different 
platforms) and upgrade them to have enhanced functionality (additional logic, added 
controls, etc...)- Bahrs teaches the same functionality as the immediate claim language 
but does not have the exact terms the immediate claim language has (e.g. Media 
Integration Layer); however as the terms are described in the specification and claim 
language of the immediate application it is shown that at least in the summary portions 
cited by Bahrs that it is in fact that Bahrs teaches the same functionality of the 
immediate application (col. 2, line 54; col. 15, line 25). 

As for dependent claim 18, Bahrs teaches the apparatus computer executable medium 
recited in claim 17, wherein the user component maintains data structures that describe 
a layout and position of the legacy child window and its legacy children (col. 24, lines 13- 
27). 

As for dependent claim 19, Bahrs teaches the apparatus computer executable medium 
recited in claim 17, wherein the MIL component maintains data structures that 
describe a layout and position of the parent window and its children (col. 23, lines 4-34; 
col.24, lines 13-27). 

As for dependent claim 20, Bahrs teaches the apparatus computer executable medium 
recited in claim 19, wherein the visual enhancement is at least one of a plurality of 
visual enhancements comprising re-sizing, re-shaping, relocating window 
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component output, applying transparency, rotating and translating window 
component output, applying a texture or visual effect to the window component 
output, and scaling the legacy child window output to reflect a different screen 
resolution than originally applicable (col.23, line 4 - col. 24, line 27). 

As for dependent claim 21, Bahrs teaches the apparatus computer executable medium 
recited in claim 17, wherein the MIL component is further configured to interact 
with the user component and the GDI component to identify a location on a child 
window of the parent window corresponding to a location of an input event (col. 14, lines 
24-65; col. 17, lines 55-57; col.20, lines 27-33). 

As for independent claim 22, Bahrs teaches a computer-readable medium having 
computer executable instructions stored thereon that when executed direct a computer 
to perform acts comprising: determining whether a child window of a parent window is a 
legacy window that does not natively support enhanced functionally available to the 
parent window through a media integration layer (MIL) component, or is an MIL-aware 
window that natively supports the enhanced functionality; responsive to determining that 
the child window is an MIL-aware window, rendering the child window directly via the 
MIL component; responsive to determining that the child window is a legacy window 
that does not natively support enhanced functionality: calling a legacy display 
component to perform rendering of the child window; redirecting the rendering of the 
child window of a parent window to an off-screen buffer responsive to determining that 
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the child window is a legacy window that does not natively support enhanced 
functionality, wherein the parent window does natively support the enhanced 
functionality; issuing instructions to notify the parent window that the redirected child 
window is being or has been set up; retrieving the redirected child window from the off- 
screen buffer; and applying a visual enhancement to the redirected child window 
through the enhanced functionality available to the parent window from the MIL 
component (note the analysis of claim 1 above and (col. 35, line 45 - col. 36, line 16 and 
66-67; col. 37, lines 1-22; col.14,lines 24-65 and col. 17, lines 55-57; col.27,lines 45-60; 
col. 34, lines 32-38). Bahrs describes a system which is able to take legacy system 
interface (along with other such as different platforms) and upgrade them to have 
enhanced functionality (additional logic, added controls, etc.). Bahrs teaches the same 
functionality as the immediate claim language but does not have the exact terms the 
immediate claim language has (e.g. Media Integration Layer); however as the terms are 
described in the specification and claim language of the immediate application it is 
shown that at least in the summary portions cited by Bahrs that it is in fact that Bahrs 
teaches the same functionality of the immediate application (col. 2, line 54; col. 15, line 
25).). 



As for dependent claim 23, Bahrs teaches the computer-readable medium recited in 
claim 22, wherein the instructions to notify the parent comprises a window message 
indicating that the redirected child window is being created (col. 23, lines 4-52). 
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As for dependent claim 24, Bahrs teaches the computer-readable medium recited in 
claim 23, wherein the window message includes a window handle to the redirected child 
window (col. 19, lines 13-42; col.23, lines 30-52). 

As for dependent claim 25, Bahrs teaches the computer-readable medium recited in 
claim 22, wherein the instructions to notify the parent comprises a window message 
indicating that the redirected child window is about 
to be shown (col.22, lines 29-63). 

As for dependent claim 26, Bahrs teaches the computer-readable medium recited in 
claim 25, wherein the window message includes a window handle to the redirected child 
window (col. 19, lines 13-57). 



(NotG :) It is noted that any citation to specific, pages, columns, lines, or figures in the prior art references and 

any interpretation of the references should not be considered to be limiting in any way. A reference is relevant for all it 
contains and may be relied upon for all that it would have reasonably suggested to one having ordinary skill in the art. In 
re Heck, 699 F.2d 1331, 1332-33, 216 USPQ 1038, 1039 (Fed. Cir. 1983) (quoting In re Lemelson, 397 F.2d 1006,1009, 158 
USPQ 275, 277 (CCPA 1968)). 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-8 and 17-26 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See M PEP 
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§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Inquires 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Nicholas Augustine whose telephone number is 571- 
270-1056 and fax is 571-270-2056. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday 
- Friday: 9:30am- 5:00pm Eastern. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Weilun Lo can be reached on 571-272-4847. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Steven B Theriault/ /Nicholas Augustine/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2179 Examiner 

Art Unit 2179 
April 3, 2009 



